Abstract. The paper deals with the correlation of the category of inclusiveness and the category of evaluation. The category of inclusiveness denotes inclusion of parts into whole or that some whole consists of some part(s). The category of evaluation expresses speaker's positive, negative or neutral attitude to message. The category of evaluation in the light of the category of inclusiveness denotes full inclusion or non inclusion. The main inclusive evaluative lexical units are: adverbs
philosophers Aristotel [1] , Platon [2] , Gusserl E. [4] . It's said that PART and WHOLE -are philosophical categories that express correlation between objects (or elements of other object) and connection, that unite these objects and create new (integrative) features. Lingual aspect of inclusiveness deals with inclusive (politically correct, gender neutral or non-sexist) language (Ter-Minasova [13] , D'Souza D. [19] , Jacobson C. [25] , Ravitch D.
[26], S. Walker [28] ). Politically-correct language is used to describe all measures that are intended to avoid all stereotypes, which can touch members of particular groups of society. Inclusiveness also is associated with so called "pluralis auctoris" або "pluralis inclusivus", i.e. using of pronoun WE to denote speaker and the audience as one whole.
In pedagogies, inclusiveness has to do with "inclusive education", i.e. education of disabled people or people with physical or psychological illness in common schools, universities, etc. [12] .
In linguistics there are also some studies that deal with inclusiveness. First of all, it's brilliant American linguist D.G. Greenberg. He has regarded the category of inclusiveness as well as the category of quantity as universal categories [23] . As a cognitive category, inclusiveness was studied in psycholinguistics as a tool for structuring and understanding cognition [17] . B.Berlin has claimed that the category of hierarchical inclusiveness presents different levels of reality [16] . Professor Zhabotynska S. has considered inclusiveness (in her studying of lingual networks) in the context of inclusiveness-possessiveness [5] . In addition, US researchers have distinguished implicit, explicit and inclusive verbs. The latter one is used for description of connection among the elements of a whole [22] .
The category of evaluation expresses speaker's positive, negative or neutral attitude to some message. It was studied by many researchers, such as: Volf T.M. [3] , Kosmeda A.T. [9] , Onyshchenko I.V. [11] .
Results and discussion. While studying our empirical material, we have found different ways of correlation between the category of inclusiveness and the category of evaluation in scientific discourse. They are:
1. Adverbs completely, totally, fully are used to give positive evaluation to the inclusive verbs. In this case they denote full (100%) inclusion of parts. Let's have a look on some examples:
The horizontal projection of the rectangle on any vertical line that intersects it must also be completely included in a segment of this line [IJASM, № 1-2, 2014 that adjectives are considered to be the main axiological unit, because they denote quality of a subject as well as give qualitative characteristics to the subject. Let's consider some examples from our empirical material: Figure 1 The automated adaption supports workflow diversity, reducing complexity and maintenance compared to allencompassing models [IJAIS, № 3-4 2011, 171] .
Synonyms of the adjective all-encompassing are the adjectives multi-purpose and universal, they also have the meaning to cover everything, [7, p. 31 Conclusions. In this paper we have studied ways of using inclusive and evaluative lexical units. We have outlined such types of evaluative lexical units in the context of the category of inclusiveness as: adverbs (completely, totally, fully, mainly, generally, often, typically, usually), adjectives (multipurpose, universal, all-purpose, all-encompassing, comprehensive, inclusive, all-inclusive) and negative lexical units (no, not, without). Our future work will focus on other discursive features of the category of inclusiveness in scientific discourse. 
